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In response to the notice requesting comments on how the FCC might improve the

process ofgathering data on advanced services deployment, the State Corporation Commission

of the State of Kansas (KCC) submits the following comments.

1. The KCC applauds the FCC's efforts to collect advanced services deployment

infonnation in a standard and efficient manner. Without such timely and consistent infonnation,

policy makers are unduly and substantially hampered in their effort to achieve the goals of the

Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996, specifically Section 706.

2. In order to make the deployment infonnation more useful at the state/localleve1,

the KCC recommends consideration of the following:

a. In addition to surveying for subscribership data, the survey should be

broadened to include availability infonnation. A distinction should be made between

service "availability" and "subscribership." These two aspects of services deployment

are influenced by different factors and would seem to warrant different considerations

and involve different stakeholders.

b. With respect to subscribership, the KCC suggests eliminating the reporting

threshold of 250 lines, or their equivalent. While the threshold approach is intended to

minimize the reporting burden on small entities, the KCC suggests that the benchmark

may not have such effect since service providers must maintain familiarity with the

reporting requirements and maintain a line count in order to detennine their respective

reporting obligations. The actual reporting ofinfonnation, using the Fonn 477 process, is

mechanized and quite streamlined. In addition, in smaller or emerging markets this



threshold very likely has the effect of under reporting subscribership and, thus, distorting

the view of actual levels of deployment in the very markets expected to be problematic

(low density, typically rural markets). In the KCC's view, elimination of this threshold

would not pose a significant or substantive reporting burden to service providers.

c. Service providers should include suggested retail pricing information for

both installation and monthly service. This information would be informative and helpful

when analyzing subscribership trends in under served areas of the state/country.

d. The six-month reporting interval should continue. In our opinion, semi-

annual reporting of this information, especially with the mechanized Form 477 reporting

process, is neither burdensome nor intrusive. Continuing with semi-annual reporting will

soon produce data points sufficient to make reasonable assessments and/or projections.

e. In addition to the high level reporting of subscribership, aggregated by zip

codes, the KCC suggests summarizing and reporting of availability and subscribership

information by county or city and, where possible, blending this information with the

latest census data. The reporting of service availability by county, or even locality,

should not raise confidentiality concerns on the part of service providers because they

will, presumably, be actively marketing and selling their services to the general public.

This level of detail would lend itself to more traditional and meaningful analysis.

3. The KCC believes these changes would continue to respect the carriers' needs for

confidentiality, are not burdensome or intrusive to the reporting carriers, and generally will better

meet the information needs of federal and state policy makers alike. The KCC again commends

the FCC for its efforts in this data collection matter.
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